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out the multitude of definitions of the word landscape and
the commonality in these definitions revolving around the
“emphasis on the negotiation between people and their
physical surrounding” (5). “Negotiation” is an ambiguous
word, and if all of the authors buy into this perspective
I think they do so in very different ways. However, the
editors’ point that the natural world is at once natural and
cultural is important. In Binford’s words, “If there is one
principle that anthropological field studies have affirmed
over and over again, it is that the intellectual contexts of
behavior in different cultures renders rationality a relative
phenomenon” (Working at Archaeology 1983:220). The
editors, though, overstep their bounds a bit when they
state “Hunter-gatherers primarily conceptualize rather
than construct their landscapes, that is, they imbue features on the land with meaning rather than physically alter
the land itself” (8). If by this they mean that foragers do
not cause global warming they are undoubtedly correct.
However, to ask whether hunter-gatherers ever affected
their environment to a degree that endangered them, the
answer should probably be yes.
The strength of the chapters in this volume is multifold; the weaknesses show some troubling trends. The
two most prominent strengths are the many synthetic
chapters and the models, scenarios, and hypotheses in
them. In today’s world of segmented salvage archaeology, Mitchell’s, Gilmore’s, Johnson’s, and Peterson’s
syntheses of specific features (burned rock middens
[Mitchell], burials [Gilmore]) or of specific regions—
east Cheyenne Tableland [Peterson], Llano Estacado
[Johnson]) breathe new life into prehistory. The remaining chapters focus on places and their link to the
landscape. Scheiber sets the Donovan site in the changing cultural landscape of a Platte River tributary, while
Clark and Church apply the landscape approach to issues
of class and ethnicity. These chapters consider the temporal dimension and the changing view of landscapes
through time by either single (Church) or different ethnic groups (Clark, Scheiber). The “odd-persons-out” are
Berger and colleagues; however, they add a necessary
dimension by pointing out the effects of taphonomy on
landscape archaeology, thereby rendering all the other
chapters in this volume somewhat suspect in failing to
consider taphonomy. On the other hand, Berger and colleagues’ cow pie archaeology offers no conclusions of
its own. Integrating taphonomy into landscape studies
remains an important and difficult tasks for Plains and
other archaeologists.
Perhaps the volume’s greatest strength lies in the ideas
and hypotheses strewn throughout its chapters. In the
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final chapter Duke quotes Binford (Debating Archaeology 1989:17) regarding his “disparaging remarks about
‘accommodative arguments’” (280) that characterize
Mitchell’s chapter. All the chapters rely to some extent
on accommodative arguments, distracting from their
explanatory potential—Binford’s ultimate goal—but this
may be the volume’s greatest asset. The accommodative
arguments are replete with assumptions, models, scenarios, and hypotheses that will keep generations of Plains
archaeologists busy evaluating them. Hence this book is
not an end, but a beginning. Landscape and High Plains
landscapes are complex phenomena: our answers cannot
come from one volume, but this volume will set the tone
for some time to come.
Finally, the salvage archaeology syndrome manifested in many chapters is double-edged. The mere publication of the chapters by Clark, Church, Mitchell, and
Gilmore deserves applause. The foresight of the principal
investigators is refreshing in today’s discipline. Still, to
take one example, Gilmore’s two “study areas” are really
not intellectually linked; his paper works not because, but
despite the sample choice being driven for reasons other
than research problems. In a similar vein, because most
of the chapters are the result of larger works, the original
data are sometimes underreferenced. These, however, are
minor faults in a sea of excellent papers.
All anthropologists and Plains scholars should have
this book, especially geographers and historians, as well
as biological and paleoenvironmental scientists. The volume is a good and easy read providing a fresh perspective
on the Plains. Marcel Kornfeld, Department of Anthropology, University of Wyoming.
Collaborating at the Trowel’s Edge: Teaching and
Learning in Indigenous Archaeology. Edited by Stephen W. Silliman. Foreword by Larry J. Zimmerman.
Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 2008. xiii + 305
pp. Maps, photographs, tables, notes, references, index.
$65.00 cloth, $35.00 paper.
This book is an outgrowth of a symposium presented
at the 2005 Society for American Archaeology annual
meeting and judged by the Amerind Foundation as the
conference’s outstanding symposium. The original
symposium papers, further refined during an Amerind
Foundation-sponsored seminar held in October of the
same year, form the book’s chapters. The volume’s rather lofty goal, as set out in Silliman’s introductory chapter, is to “redirect contemporary archaeology in many
ways that are more methodologically rich, theoretically
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interesting, culturally sensitive, community responsive,
ethically aware, and socially just.”
The chapters in part 1 focus on field schools and
workshops conducted in collaboration with tribal communities in various parts of the United States. While
not all of these are actual field schools, the collaboration
contributed to strengthened tribal involvement with archaeology. The focus of part 2 is on ways that the various
authors believe archaeological training can benefit from
revamping—ranging from “connecting decolonizing
theories and critiques with realistic models of practice
that will have an impact on the way mainstream archaeology is practiced,” to intertribal collaboration and
cooperation, the need for a “pedagogical reformatting
of archaeological method and theory” in academic settings, and the need to provide students “the opportunity
to apply what they learn in the classroom context directly to their work.”
The two chapters in part 3 provide more general examinations of collaborative archaeology. Kent Lightfoot
identifies two challenges to collaborative archaeology:
“identifying the specific transformations that need to
be made . . . to make it [North American archaeology]
a truly collaborative endeavor,” and “implementing
those changes . . . so that the entire field of archaeology
may be touched and eventually transformed.” George
Nicholas believes archaeology will benefit by melding
scientific and community values through collaborative
archaeological programs as a means of helping others
understand the cultural differences each group brings
to the process.
All of these chapters indicate the power archaeology
can have when used in collaboration with tribal groups.
Archaeological research, especially when conducted
under the auspices of tribal governments, can contribute
not only to academic research, but may well motivate a
generation of Indigenous archaeologists. While none of
the chapters in this volume deals specifically with Great
Plains tribal groups, relationships between American Indian tribes and academics of the Great Plains have been
models for collaborative relationships since the early part
of this century, especially in the fields of anthropology
and archaeology. Archaeology continues to expand its
scope to include multiple perspectives, and this volume
offers examples of ways archaeologists have found to
make their research mutually beneficial to archaeologists
and tribal groups. Joe Watkins, Native American Studies
Program, University of Oklahoma.
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Comanche Ethnography: Field Notes of E. Adamson
Hoebel, Waldo R. Wedel, Gustav G. Carlson, and
Robert H. Lowie. Compiled and edited by Thomas W.
Kavanagh. Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2008.
xiv + 542 pp. Figures, photographs, notes, appendixes,
references, index. $55.00 cloth.
This work presents a body of edited ethnographic
field notes on the Comanches, the majority of it from the
field notes of the 1933 Santa Fe Laboratory of Anthropology “Field Training Course in Anthropological Field
Methods,” popularly known as the “Field Party.” This
party consisted of five male graduate students (Waldo R.
Wedel, E. Adamson Hoebel, Gustav G. Carlson, James
Nixon Hadley, and Henry C. Lockett) and two female
graduate students (F. Gore Hoebel and Martha Chapman), under Dr. Ralph Linton who conducted six weeks
of ethnographic fieldwork with eighteen Comanche elders
in June and July of 1933. The surviving sets of these notes
(Wedel’s, Hoebel’s, Carlson’s) were compiled and edited
by Thomas Kavanagh. Robert Lowie’s brief Comanche
field notes collected in 1912 are also included.
Kavanagh offers background on the field school and
its methods, biographical sketches and photos of the
students and Comanche consultants, and an account of
transcription methods. The latter task included photocopying typescripts of portions of the material, passing
them through an optical character reader and comparing
them with the original manuscripts, transcribing other
sections by hand, and standardizing the various sets of
notes through painstaking editing, with attention to linguistic aspects and context.
The notes themselves cover a wide range of topics in
Comanche culture, but vary tremendously in quantity and
quality. While subjects such as material culture, oral traditions, recreations, and bison were given great attention
with multiple entries, others, such as food preparation,
trade, kinship terminology, family structure, and political
gifts, received less emphasis. Of particular significance
are notes on several areas of traditional Comanche culture
that are less well known, such as their men’s societies,
religious ceremonies like the Sun Dance and Beaver Ceremony, and sociopolitical statuses.
Although only two of the Comanche consultants
were of age before the reservation period began in 1875,
the others were raised by those who had been. For 19thcentury reservation Comanches, this is probably the most
comprehensive set of data on such a wide range of topics
that we will probably ever have. Its quality and depth simply cannot be obtained for this temporal period today.
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